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Re: Appllt:(J(Mn ufC .. llco ParllN!rshfp d'bia Verizon Wir~/e$S qruJ SpeclrllmCo LLC For Om W/I 
To .~$Sig1l Ucen.'!e.t; App(icalioll ~rC .. JI () l'arllft'rship d/b/a !'t·tIZOIl Wirl'its$ and Co.~ TMl 
Wi,. .. (es$. LLC, WT Docket No. 12-4 

Dear MI>. Dortch: 

At> a MIU)'land talC Senator, J am ',,"ling to express my concern ovcr veri.zou \I,'lreless' 
JOLnt marketing and spectrum acquisition ngreement \\;th caDle companies and how il will impacI 
l\·fBryland COIl·umeT$. As 1 undt'~tand it, Verizon Wireless aDd the major "able compaRlcs 
(Corneast, Time Warner, Briglll House Ne.~orks and, in a separate deal. Cox) will jointly man...el 
e:.ch other's products. V~rizon Wirdt'!;l> and the e.able companics will otTer a "quadruple play:" 
WIreless service, broadlxmd, video conlenl rcable TV"), and l.:lephone service. Verizon 
Wire.iel>S \\~H also purchase $3.9 billion worth of wirek$~ spectrum from Comc~st. lune Warner. 
aod Brigbc House .w ... orks. This deal re,mes tile long-time rh alrj. between cable and 
telephone companies by crealing an alliance with ov~belminp, market pcwa to stifle 
ontpdiLion. 

I ~Iit' ... c l11is proposal mil><~ II few cOllcems fOf oonSUlllcrs, inclUding: (l) lbe I,d. of 
oon"l,ImeT choice, (2) price increases and a dccrease in scnice quality, and (3) tile decre.ase in 
jobs due 1.0 l11e diSincentive fOf VeriZOlllO build,oul fiOS. 

{<irst. 1 am concerned Ihat Maryland consumers wiU no 10llger be able I() choost the 
company &om whidl the \\ant to bo)' their services. Venl'on Wifeless aoo .Oll1cast arc. 
~ pecti .. eI " ~ nllliQn's l!1ll!cst wirctcss provid¢r and the largest cable provider. Time Warner 
and Cox are also the dominant cable company in l11eir re ions. The cxclu~ivc ability to offer 3 
"quadl'1.ljlle play" and their al~ddy dominant $talus in the market will aJlow lhe Verizoll 
Wireless/cable comprul} alliance In exercise unprecedemed market )'lOwer. This dcal is contrary 
to thc purpose of the TelecommunicatiOn Act of 1996, \\bi<:h intends 10 generate competItion 
for the benefit of ~ll>uruers with lower prices, better servIce, ;tud innov31ion, 
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Second, I am concerned with the potential increase in cable and wireless prices and lower 
service quality. The Verizon Wireless/Comcastffime Warner/Cox behemoth will eliminate 
competition. Since wireless, cable, internet and internet-telephone prices are unregulated, prices 
and service quality will be subject to the desires of an unregulated monopoly by these 
telecommunications giants. Without any competition, the VerizonlTime Warner/Comcast quasi
monopoly will increase prices for these essential services. Also, the lack of competition fails to 
provide an incentive to maintain or improve the quality of services, which will result in a 
reduction in service quality for consumers. 

Third, I am concerned that the transaction will be a detriment to job creation in Maryland. 
If this deal is approved, Verizon Wireless will partner with cable to market each others ' services. 
As a result, Verizon will have strong incentives not to compete against its new cable partners and, 
in turn, lack the incentive to build-out FiOS. The direct job loss will be the hundreds of 
technicians that would be employed building, installing and maintaining FiOS in the area. 

I respectfully request that the Federal Communications Commission will address the 
above mentioned concerns before approving such a transaction. It is imperative that we protect 
consumers in the State of Maryland. 

Respectfully, 

R""~IM.. .. • • • 
Maryland State Senate 


